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1953-54 


The  Meat  Production  Performance  Test  was  adopted  as  an  optional 
section  of  the  National  Poultry  Improvement  Plan  at  the  1950  Conference. 
It  is  available  to  any  participant  and  to  any  type  of  breeding  program. 

It  consists  of  (l)  a ten~week  growing  test  period  for  chicks,  (2)  a 300“day 
egg  production  test  on  the  female  parent  stock  and  (3)  a measure  of 
hatchability.  The  detailed  provisions  of  the  test  are  contained  in 
Miscellaneous  Publication  300  a copy  of  which  may  be  obtained  from 
your  Official  State  Agency  or  from  Animal  Poultry  Husbandry 
Research  Branch,  Agricultural  Research  Center,  Beltsville,  Maryland. 

The  purpose  of  the  Meat  Production  Performance  Test  is  (1)  to  give 
recognition  to  the  breeder  for  his  efforts  in  improving  meat  qualities 
and  (2)  to  make  available  to  prospective  purchasers  comparable  per- 
formance data  as  an  aid  in  selecting  good  sources  of  chicks  or  breeding 
stock  for  commercial  broiler  production. 

The  summary  which  follows  is  a compilation  of  reports  submitted  by 
Official  State  Agencies  covering  the  fourth  test.  These  data  are  based 
on  the  performance  of  officially  selected  random  samples  of  the  entrants’ 
stock. 

The  names  and  addresses  of  the  State  Supervisors  in  charge  of  the  test 
in  their  respective  States  are  as  follows: 

Arkansas  - Lowell  T.  Lankford,  University  of  Arkansas,  Box  391, 
Little  Rock 

Ohio  “ Robert  Hocker,  Poultry  Dept.,  Ohio  State  University, 

Columbus  10 

Texas  ~ Bill  Doran,  Texas  A & M College,  College  Station 
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Information  in  th,is  report,  previously  designated  as  A.H.D.  141,  was 
prepared  by  thelAnimal  and  Poultry  Husbandry  Research  Branch, 

Us  Agricultural  Research  Service. 
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2/  Wilson  Poultry  Farm 
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J J Growing  test  conducted  at  a central  location  in  Arkansas 

2 / Growing  test  conducted  at  a central  location  in  Texas 

3/  DW  X NH  = A.F.A.  Dominant  White  males  X New  Hampshire 
females 

NH=New  Hampshire 

WPR  = White  Plymouth  Rock 

Cornish  X WPR  = Thompson’s  Cornish  males  X White 
Plymouth  Rock  females 
U=Ark  X NH  = U'Ark  (dominant  white)  male  X 
New  Hampshire  females 

WW  X NH  = White  Wyandotte  males  X NH  females 


4/  Expressed  as  the  coefficient  of  variation.  As  the 
uniformity  of  the  sample  increases  the  numerical 
value  of  the  coefficient  of  variation  decreases. 

5/  APP  = U.  S.  Approved,  Pullorum“Passed 
APC  = U.  S.  Approved,  Pullorum"Clean 

6/  First  growing  test,  completed  April  8,  1954 

u Second  growing  test,  completed  June  22,  1954 


